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REMARKS 

Claims 1-6 have been examined in the present application. Figures 7A and 7B have 
been objected to. Claims 2 and 5 were objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim. Claim 1 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102(b) over Yamashita (US Patent 4,817,487, 
hereinafter "Yamashita '487"). Claims 3 and 6 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) over 
Yamashita in view of Yamashita (JP 2002-297122, hereinafter "Yamashita '122"). Claim 4 
was objected to under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) over Yamashita '487 in view of Ichikawa (US 
2002/0092400). Claims 2-6 have been amended hereby. Reconsideration of the present 
application is respectfully requested in light of the above amendments and below remarks. 

Figures 7A and 7B were objected to for not complying with MPEP § 608.02(g). 
Applicant has amended Figures 7A and 7B by designating them as Trior Art.' 

Applicant gratefully acknowledges the Examiner's allowance of claims 2 and 5 if 
rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any 
intervening claims. Applicant has rewritten claims 2 and 5 in such independent form. 

Claim 1 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102(b) over Yamashita '487. Applicant 
respectfully traverses this rejection. 

Claims 1 explicitly requires "a fall board stopper for stopping a fall board of a 
keyboard instrument," "a first stopper member," and "a second stopper member." 
(Emphasis added). Applicant respectfully submits that these features of the present invention 
are neither taught nor suggested by Yamashita '487. 

In paragraph 3 of the Office Action, the Examiner equates Yamashita's rotary 
damper unit 32 with Applicant's first stopper member. Applicant respectfully disagrees. 
Yamashita c 487 discloses two rotary dampers 32 and 33 respectively intervening between die 
fall board 31 and two side arms. (See Yamashita '487 at column 3, lines 37-42). Yamashita 
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'487 does not teach or suggest a "stopper for stopping a fall board/' as explicitly required by 
claim 1. The elements 32 and 33 in Yamashita '487 are dampers that merely dampen the 
motion of the fall board 31, but do not act as a stopper as required by claim 1. (See 
Yamashita '487 at column 4, lines 66 to column 5, line 6). For at least this reason, withdrawal 
of the rejection of independent claim 1 on the basis of Yamashita '487 is therefore respectfully 
requested. 

Claims 3 and 6 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) over Yamashita '487 in 
view of Yamashita '122. Applicant respectfully traverses this rejection. 

In paragraph 5 of the Office Action, Yamashita '122 was added to Yamashita '487 
to anticipate the limitation of the first member being a recess. Applicant respectfully submits 
that the addition of Yamashita '122 does not cure the above-discussed deficiency of Yamashita 
'487 in merely teaching a damper instead of a "stopper for stopping a fall board/' as explicitly 
required by claim 1 . 

Claims 3 and 6 are directly or indirectly dependent on and include all of the 
limitations of the base claim 1. Therefore, all of the above arguments regarding independent 
claim 1 apply equally to dependent claims 3 and 6. For at least this reason, withdrawal of the 
rejection of dependent claims 3 and 6 on the basis of Yamashita '487 in view of Yamashita 
'122 is respectfully requested. 

Claim 4 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) over Yamashita '487 in view of 
Ichikawa. Applicant respectfully traverses this rejection. 

In paragraph 6 of the Office Action, Ichikawa was added to Yamashita '487 to 
anticipate the limitation of the second stopper member corresponding to a solenoid. 
Applicant respectfully submits that the addition of Ichikawa does not cure the above -discussed 
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deficiency of Yamashita '487 in merely teaching a damper instead of a "stopper for stopping a 
fall board," as explicidy required by claim 1. 



reasons discussed above with regard to independent claim 1, withdrawal of the rejection of 
independent claim 4 on the basis of Yamashita '487 in view of Ichikawa is respectfully 



the combination thereof, teach or suggest a 'stopper,' as explicidy required by claim 1. Claims 
3, 4 and 6 are direcdy or indirecdy dependent on and include all of the limitations of the base 
claim 1 . For at least this reason, each of the presendy pending claims in this application is 
believed to be in immediate condition for allowance. Accordingly, the Examiner is 
respectfully requested to pass this application to Issue. 



Claim 4 is dependent on and includes all of the limitations of claim 1. For the 



requested. 



Applicant has shown that none of Yamashita '487, Yamashita '122 or Ichikawa, or 
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FIG. 7A 
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FIG. 7B 




